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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to papers filed on October 5, 2006. 
Claims 1-31 and 69-71 are pending. 
Claims 1-31 and 69-71 are rejected. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 
5, 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-31 and 69-71 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
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4. Claims 1-31 and 69-71 contain the limitations of "defining at least one XLM 
schema for a product" and "extracting core traits... "based on the XML schema". 
However, these limitations are not described in the specification as claimed. The 
specification fails to identify a specific type of schema that is used. The specification 
talks in general terms regarding the schema. Therefore the claims teaching a "XML 
schema" put the claims in a narrower scope than the specification allows. In teaching a 
general scope it leads one of ordinary skill in the art to believe and/or understand that 
any type of schema can be applied, any type of categorization can be used to extract 
the core traits. 

5. Additionally, the limitation of extracting core traits based on the XML scheme is 
not described in the original specification in two manners. The initial issue is as the 
examiner has stated previously the specification does not teach a specific type of 
schema being used, therefore, if the information can't be claimed as being extracted by 
the specific schema. Secondly, the specification teaches extracting the core traits and 
then converting the information into an XML format to be used later. The specification 
teaches the core traits in an XML format in the database. They do not teach the 
extraction and the schema being and "XML" schema. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

2. Claim1-31 and 69-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent 6,134,534; Walker et al. Conditional purchase offer management 
system for cruises, hereinafter referred to as Walker and further in view of Non-patent 
literature article "Oracle first with product support for the latest XML specification."; PR 
Newswire Oct 24, 2000. Hereinafter called Oracle XML. 

3. As to claim 1 and 22 Walker teaches a system and method for 

Gathering production information from multiple establishments describing the 
product(C. 3 I. 19-26) 

Removing the brand name(C. 7 I. 45-56) 

Creating a database with Core product information(Fig. 9a & 9b) 

However, Walker fails to teach XML being used for identifying the information as 
well as using and creating and XML Schema for products .-Oracle XML teaches using 
XML language with Oracle and Microsoft databases. (Pg. 1 1JA)). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Oracle XML with the Oracle 
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database used by to comply and meet the recommendations of XML format as set forth 
by the World Wide Web Consortium. 

As to claims 2, 7 and 27 Walker teaches the core product information that is used 
by multiple establishments^ 3. 1. 16-17). 

4. As to claim 3 Walker teaches the core product information in a database(Fig. 9a). 

5. As to claim 4 Walker teaches providing access to the product information(C. 5 I. 
18-19). 

6. As to claims 5 and 23 Walker teaches all the different information that can be 
counted as "core" information; including availability status, and price. 

7. As to claim 6 Walker teaches information displayable in a template.(Fig. 1 0 a) 

8. As to claims 8-10, 12-13, 15, 24-26 and 28 Walker organizing the data base in 
several different ways, depending on the information provided by the airlines( C. 5 I. 46- 
52.). 

9. As to claims 11,16 and 30 Walker teaches categorizing core traits. (Fig. 9a) 

10. As to claim 14 Walker teaches removing brand nam'e(C. 7 I. 45-56) 

11. As to claims 17 and 31 Walker teaches placing core trait information into a 
template to display to user.(Fig. 10a). 

12. As to claim 18 Walker teaches a rule for setting priorities to the core traits. (C. 5 I. 
55-57). 

13. As to claims 19 and 29 Walker teaches removing information several times. (C. 9 
I. 35038). 
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14. As to claim 20 and 21 Walker teaches a method and system of storing digital 
computer communication.(C. 9 I. 6-9 & 36-40). Walker fails to teach "XML" language 
explicitly, Oracle XML teaches the XML based data.(Pg. 1 flA). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Oracle XML with the Oracle 
database used by to comply and meet the recommendations of XML format as set forth 
by the World Wide Web Consortium. 

1 5. As to claims 69-70 Walker teaches 

a. Gathering production information from multiple establishments describing 
the prod uct(C. 3 I. 19-26) 

b. Removing the brand name(C. 7 I. 45-56) 

c. Creating a database with only the core production information(Fig. 9a & 
9b). 

d. providing access to the information(C. 4 I. 1 8-1 9)(fig. 10a). 
However, Walker fails to teach XML being used for identifying the information. 

Oracle XML teaches using XML language with Oracle and Microsoft databases.(Pg. 1 U 
A). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Oracle XML 
with the Oracle database used by to comply and meet the recommendations of XML 
format as set forth by the World Wide Web Consortium. 

16. As to claim 71 Walker teaches the system being performed over a server(C. 6 I. 
26-28). 

Response to Arguments 
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17. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-31 and 69-71 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicants 
arguments have been addressed by the new reference used in the rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Traci L. Casler whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6809. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:00 am-4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




